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i HI who were ever faithful, the responsibilities and
consequences of their own treachery.

deg. 30 min. and bence there was nothing for it
to operate upon. It did not, therefore, relate to
the country cut off. What, did it relate to!

The address goes on to make an appeal to the
Legislatures of the different States, to public meet-- ;

ings, and to ministers of the Gospel in their pul-

pits, to interpose and arrest the vile conduct which
is about to be consummated by the Senators who
are thus denounced. - That address, sir, bears date
Sunday, January 23, 1854. Thus it appears that
on the holy Sabbath, while other Senators were
engaged in attending divine worship, these aboli-
tion confederates were assembled, in secret con-
clave, plotting by what means they should deceive
the people of the United States, and prostrate the
character of brother Senators. This was done on
the Sabbath day, and by a set of politicians, to
advance their own political and ambitious purpo-
ses, in the name of our holy religion.

But this was not all. i It was understood from
the newspapers that resolutions were pending be-

fore the Legislature of Ohio, proposing to express
their opinions upon this. subject. It was necessa-
ry for these confederates to eet up some exposi

principle which we bad established ins th bill
would apply equally well to either. j; r-- .J

In fixing those boundaries I, paidlao attention'
to the fact whether they Included aid territory or
not whether the country covered by. lha
Missouri compromise or aot. Wbyl? Becausa
the principles established in the bill aqperaededi
the Missouri compromise. For that ! raasou-'w- e

disregarded the old boundariea-disregkrded,l- h

territory to. which it applied, and disregarded tba
source from whence the title was darired. I say,
therefore, that a close examination of thia act
clearly establishes the fact thai it vas the intent
as well as the legal effect of tba compromise
measures of 1850 to supersede the Miaaoari com-
promise, i; and . all geographical and. territorial
lines.r ... .,.,. n- .!:i.u

Sir, in order to avoid any misconstruction, I
will state mora distinctly what my precise idea la
upon this point Solar aa the Utah and New
Mexico bills included the territory which 'had
been subject to the Missouri compromise provi-
sion, to that extent they absolutely annulled tha
Missouri compromise.-,- . Aa to the ttnorganiaedj
territory not covered by those bills, it wS aoper--t

seded by the principles of the compromise of 1830.,
We all know that the object of the comproipist
measure of 1850 was to establish certain great
principles, which would avoid the slavery agita-
tion in all time to come. Was it oar object aim-n- lv

to provide for a temporary evil! Waa' it oor

Why, it meant simply this! By the joint resolu
tion of 1845 Texas was annexed, with tne right
to form four additional States out of her territory,
and such States as were south of 36 deg. 30. min.
were to come in with or without alavery( as they
aw proper; and in such State or States as were

north of that line, slavery should be prohibited.
When we bad cut off ell north of 36 deg. 30 min-an- d

thus circumscribed the boundary and dimin-

ished the territory of Texas, the question .arose,
how many States will Texas be entitled to under
this circumscribed boundary! Certainly not four,

will be argued. Why1 ; Because the original
resolution of annexation provided that one of the
States, if not more, should be north of 36 deg.
30 min. It would leave it, then, doubtful wheth-

er Texas Has entitled to two or three additional
States under the circumscribed boundary.

In order to put that matter to rest, in order to
make a final settlement, in order to have it ex-

plicitly understood, wait was the meaning of
Congress, the Senator from Virginia offered tho
amendment that nothing therein contained should
impair that provision, cither as to the number of
States or otherwise; that is, that Texas should be
entitled to tho same number of States with her
reduced boundaries as she would have been en-

titled to under her larger boundaries, and those
States shall come in with or without slavery, be-

ing all south of 36 deg. 3D min. and nothing to
impair that right shall be inferred from the pas-

sage of the act. Such, sir, was the meaning of
that proposition. Any other construction of it
would stultify the very character and purpose of
its mover, the Senator from Virginia. Such, then,
was not only the intent of the mover, but such 1

the legal effect of the law; and I say that no man,
after reading the other sections of the bill, those

which I have referred, can doubt that such
was both the intent and the legal effect of that
law. ,

Then I submit to the Senate if I have not con-

victed this manifesto, issued by the Abolition con-

federates, of being a gross falsification of the
laws of the land, and by that : falsification that
an enoneous and injurious impression has b 'en
created upon tho public mind! , I am sorry to be
compelled to indulge in language of this severi
ty; but there is. no other language that is ade-

quate to express the indignation with which I aeo
this attempt, not only to mislead tho public, but

malign my character by deliberate falsification
of the public statutes and the public records. I
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' SPEECH OF SENATOR DOUGLASS,
' On the BiU to organtie the Territories of Nebraska

and Kama.- .', .."';"', '

l

, " Mr. Douglas vaidi Mr. President, when I pro-pos-

on Tuesday last, that the Senate should pro-- .

ceed to the, confederation of the bill to organize
the Territories of Nebraska and Kansas, it was my
purpose only to occupy ten or fifteen minutes in
explanation of its provisions. I desired to refer
to two points, first as to those provisions relating
to the Indians,, and second to those which might
be supposed to bear upon the question of slavery.

Tbe comniitte, in drafting this bill, htj in view
' the great anxiety 'which had been expressed by

some members of the Senate to protect the rights
of the Indians, and prevent infringement upon

" them. By the provisions of the bill, I think we
have so clearly in that respect as to ob-

viate oil possible objoction upon that score. .. The

'
bill itself provides that if shall not operate upon
any of the rights of the lands of the Indians; nor
hall they be included within the limits of those

' Territories, until thejt shall, by treaty with the
United States, expressly consent to conie under
the operations of the act, and be incorporates1 wit-

hin the limits of the Territories. .This provision
certainly is broad enough, clear enough, explicit
enough, to protect all the rights of the Indians as
to their persons and their property.

Upon th other point that pertaining to the
question of slavery in the Territories it was the
intention of the committee to be equally explicit.
We took the principle established by tho com-

promise act of 1330 as our guide, and intended to
nuke each and every provision of the bill accord
With those principles. Those measures establish
ed and rest upon the great principle of self-gu-v.

rnment; that the people should be allowed to de
cide the Questions of their, domestic institutions
lor tnemselves, snujCCl olliy to sucn imniui'.ons
and restrictions as arc imposed by the Cotistitu- -

tion of the United States, instead of havin;; them
determined by an arbitrary or geographical lino.

The original bill reported by the committee,. as
n mibstitute for the bill introduced by the Senator
from Iowa, Mr. Dopoe, was believed to have ac- -

complished this object. The amendment which
was subsequently reported by us wa only design- -

ed to render that clear and spjeific which seemed,
"in the minds of some, to admit of doubt and mis-

construction. Iii soma parts of the country the
original substitute was deemed and construed to
be mi anmilmcntor repeulof what has been known
as tho Missouri compromise, while in other parts
it was otherwise construed. As the object of the

far as that usage actually goes, and no further.
If it had been established by direct enactment, it
might have carried it so far as the political juris-
diction extended; but, be that as it may, by the
act of 1813, creating the Territory ef Missouri,
that Territory was allowed to legislate upon the
subject of slavery as it saw proper, subject only
to, the limitations which I have stated; and the
country not inhabited or thrown open to settle-
ment was set apart as Indian country, and render-
ed subject to Indian laws. Hence the local leg-
islation of the State of Missouri did not reach into
that Indian country, but was excluded from it by
the Indian code and Indian laws. ' The municipal
regulations of Missouri could not go there until
the Indian title had been extinguished, and the
country thrown open to settlement Such being
the case, the only legislation in existence in Ne-

braska Territory at the time that the Missouri act
passed, namely, the 6th of March, 1820, was a
provision in effect, that the people should be al-

lowed to do as they pleased upon the subject of
slavery.

The Territory of Missouri having been left in
that legal condition, positive opposition was made
to the bill to organize a State government, with
a view to its admission into the Union; and a
Senator from my State, Mr. Jesse B. Thomas,
introduced an amendment, known as the eighth
section of the bill, in which it was provided that
slavery should be prohibited north of 36 deg. 80
uiin. north latitude, in. all that country which we
bad acquired from France. What was the ob-

ject of the enactment of that eight sectionl Was
it not to go back to the original policy of prescrib-
ing boundnrieslo the limitation of free institutions,
and of slave institutions, by a geographical line,
in order to avoid all controversy in Congress up-

on the subject? Hence they extended that geo-

graphical line through all the territory purchased
from France, which was as far as our possessions
then reached. It was not simply to settlo the
question on that piece of country, but it was to
carry out a great principle, by extending that di-

viding line as far west as our territory went, and
running it onward on each new acquisition of
territory. True, the express enactment of the
eighth section of the Missouri act, now called the
Missouri compromise act, only covered the terri-

tory ocquired from France; but the principles of
the act, the objects of its adoption, the "reasons
in its support, required that it should be extended
indefinitely westward, so far as our territory might
go, whenever new purchases should be made.

Thus stood the question up to 1845, when the
joint resolution for the annexation of Texas pass-
ed. There was inserted in that a provision, sug-

gested in the first instance and brought before the
House of Representatives by myself, extending
the Missouri compromise lino indefinitely west-

ward through the territory of Texas. Why did I
bring forward that proposition Why did the
Congress of the United States adopt it! Not be-

cause it was of tho least practical importance, so
far as tho question of slavery within tho limits of
Texas was concerned, for no man ever dreamed
that it had any practical effect there. Then why
was it brought forward! It was for the purpose of
preserving the principle, in order that it might be
extended still further westward,, even to the Pa-

cific ocean, whenever we should acquire the coun-

try that far. I will here read that clauso in the

Sir, this misrepresentation and lalsihcation pu vulf w Wo

does not stop here. In order to give greater P88'. nd had no referarance to the future! - If so,
plausibility to their statement, they go further, ias then a fraud. .. When we pledged onr Prea-an-d

state that "it is solemnly declared, in the j to stand by the compromise measurea, did
ot understand that we pledged hun Wavery compromise acts, "that nothing herein con- - as to

tainedsha'lbe construed, to impair or qualify" the futui action Was it as to his post conduct! If
prohibition of slavery north of 36 deg. 30 min. been in relation to past conduct only, the
end yet, in the face of this declaratio j, that sa- - Pi? would have been untrue as to. a very large
cred prohibition is said to be overthrown. Can port'"" of th Democratic party.,, Men went

go further!" , that convention who had been, opposed to the
In the very teeth of the statute, sayinz that they ! compromise measures men who abhorred those
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committee was to conform to the principles esttib- - ' country,
lished by the compromise, measures of ItiOO, and j Mr. Chase. I call the Senator to order.

to carry t!ioe principles into effect in ,the Terri- - j
.. The President. The Senutor from Illinois is

tories, wo thought if' was better to recite iiiathe! certainly out of order.
bill, precisely what we understood, to have been Mr. Duuglas. Then I will only say that I
accomplished by, those pleasures', "viz: That the shall confine myself to this document, and prove
Missouri compromise, having Jeen sum-rsede- ).y its statements to be false by the legislation of the
the legislation of hi become ii.operutive, ' country. Certainly that is in order,

and hence we propuse to leave the question to the Mr. Chase. You cannot do it.
people of the States and the Territories, subject) ' Mr. Douglas. The argument of this manife-
stly to the limitations and provisions of the Con- - j.to is predicated P0l the assumptioM that the n.

t I cy of the fathers of the Republic was to prohibit
Sir, this is all t'liut I intended to say, if tho que's- - j slavery in all the territory ceded by the old States

tion had been taken up for consideration on Tues-- to the'Union and made United States territory, for
day last; hut since that time occ'urreieea have Mho purpose of being organized into new States. I
transnired which compel ma to so more fully into take issue upon that statement., Such was not
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should come in with or without slavery as the
pleased, these men declare that it is Btated that it
should be forever prohibited, 1 repeat to tbem,
"Could presumption go further!" Not only pre-
sumption in makinir theso statements, but the
presumption that they could avoid the exposure

. rof their conduct.
In order to give greater plausibility to this fal-- )

sification of the terms of the compromise Bttaa- - i

ures of 1850, the confederates also declare in
their manifesto that they (the territorial bills for ;

the organization of Utah and New Mexico) ap- -
plied to the territory acquired from Mexicoand

that only. They were intended as a settle- -

ment of the controversy crrowinff out of that be-- !
quisition, and of that controversy only. They
must stand or fall by their own merits." :

I submit to the Scnute if there is an intelligent
man in America who does not know that that
declaration is falsified by the statute from which
thev ouoted! Thev sav that the nrovisions of
that bill were confined ti the territory acquired
from Mexico, when the very section of the law j

from which they quoted that proviso
'
did purchase j

part of that very territory from the State of

Then, sir, as I before remarked, the defeat of
the Missouri compromise in 1848 having created
the necessity for the establishment of a new one
in 1850, let us see what that compromise was. .

The leading feature of the compromise of 1850
was congressional as to slavery
in the Territories; that the people of the Territo-
ries, and of al! the States, were to be allowed to
do at they pleased upon the subject ot slavery,
subject only to the provisions of the Constitution
of the United States.

That, sir, was the leading feature of the compro-
mise measures of 1850. Those measures there-
fore, abandoned the idea of a geographical line as it
the boundary between free States and slave States;
abandoned it because compelled to do it from an
inability to maintain it; and in lieu of that, substi-

tuted a great principle of which
would allow the people to do as they thought
proper. Now, the question is, when that now
compromise, resting upon that great fundamental
principle of freedom, was established, was it not
an abandonment of the old one the geographi-
cal line Was it not a supereedure of the old one
within the very language of the substitute for the
bill which is now under consideration! I say it
did supersede jt, because it applied its provisions
as well to the north as to the south of 36 deg. 30
min.' It established a principle which was equal-

ly applicable to the Country north as well as south
of the parallel of 36. deg. 30 min.-- a principle of
universal application.- The authors of this aboli-

tion manifesto attempt to refutetbis presumption,
and maintain that the compromise of 1850 did not
supersede that of 1830, by quoting the proviso to
the first section of the act to establish the Texan
boundary, and establish the Territory of New
Mexico. That proviso was added by way of
amendment, on motion by Mr. Masoh, of Virginia.

I repeat, that in order to rebut the presumption, to
as I before stated, that tho Missouri compromise
was abandoned and superseded by the principles
of the compromise of 1850, these confederates cite
the following amendment, offered to the bill to
establish the boundary of Texas and create the
Territory of New Mexico in 1850:

"Provided, That nothing herein contained shall
be construed to impair or qualify anything con
tained in the third article of tho second section of
the joint resoluvion for annexing lexas to the
United States, approved Manh 1, 1845, either as
regards the number of States that may hereafter
beBformed out of the State of Texas or other-
wise."

to

After quoting this proviso, they make the fol-

lowing statement, and attempt to gain credit for
its truth by suppressing material facts which ap-

pear upon the face of the same statute, and, if pro-

duced, would conclusively disprove the state-

ment;
"It is solemnly declared in the very compro-

mise acts 'that nothing herein contained shall be

impair or qualify the prohibition of slave-

ry north of 36 deg. 30 min.; and yet in the face of
this declaration, that sacred prohibition is said to
be overthrown. Can presumption further go!"

I will now proceed to show that presumption
could not go further than is exhibited in this dec-

laration..
Thev suppress the following material facts,

which, if produced, would have disproved their
statement: They first seppress the tact that the
same section of the act cuts off from Texas, and
cedes to the United States, all that part of Texas
which lies north of 36 deg. 30 min. : They then
suppress the further fact that the same section of
the law cut off from Texas a large tract of coun- -

ry on the west, more than three degrees ol lon
gitude, aud added it to the territory pt tho United to
States. They then suppress the further fact that
this territory thus cut off from Texas, and to
vhich the Missouri compromise line did apply,
was incorporated into the Territory of New Mex-

ico. And then what was done It was incor-

porated into that Territory with this clause:
"That when admitted as a estate, tne saia ler--

ritory, or any portion of the same, shall bo receiv-

ed into the Union with or without slavery, as
their constitution may prescribe at the time of its
adoption. a

Yes, sir, the very bill and section from which
thev quote cuts off" all that part of Texas which
was to be free by the Missouri compromise, to-

gether with some on the south side of the line,
. . .i. m r A' , nf,,:ncorporaies It imo iie ierriuiry ui oiiuai- -

co, and then says mat inai i cr.iiry, anu every
portion of the same, shall come into the Union
with or without slavery, as it sees proper.

What else does it oo! tho sixtn section oi
the same act provides that the legislative power
and authority of this said Territory of Now Mex-

ico shall extend to all rightful subjects of ldgis- -

lation consistent with the Constitution ot the
United States and the provisions of the act not
excepting slavery. .; Thus the New Mexican bill,
from which they make that quotation,, contained
tho provision that New Mexico, including that
part ot Texas wnjen was cut oil, snouiu come in
to the Union with or without slavery, as it' saw
proper; and in the mean time that the Territorial
Legislature should have all the authority over tho
subject of; slavery that they, had over any other
subject, restricted only by the limitations of the
Uonstitution oi ine unuea oiaics anu me provi
sions of the act. 'Now;!' ask those Senators, do
not those provisions repeal theiMissourj comprom

ise so lar as it applied. to mat country cut mi iruui
Texas Do they not annul it Do they not
supersede it! If they do, then the address which
has been put forth to the world by these confede

rates is an atrocious falsehood. It they do not,
then what do they mean when they charge me
with having, in;the substitute first reported from
the committee, repealed it, with having annulled
it, with having violated it, when I only copieu
those precise words! I copied the precise words
into mv bill as reported from the committee
which were contained in the New Mexico bill.
They say my bill annuls the Missouri comprom-
ise. If it does, it had already been done before
by the act of 1850, for these words Were copied
from the act of 1850, . . -

Mr. Wade. ,,Why did you do itover again!
Mr TlnTrrzr.Aa T will r.nma In tlint. nolllt Dres--

entlytand explain Why we did it over agaih. I
am now dea.ing with the troth and veracity ot a
combination ot men who have assembled in se
cret cauous upon the Sabbath day, to arraign my
conduct and belie mv character., 1 say, tnereiore,
that their manifesto is aslauder either way;' for it
says that the Missouir compromise was not su
perseded bv the measurea Of 1850, and then it
says that the same words in my bill do repeal and
anuul it.. They moat be adjudged guilty. of one
laisenoou moruer 10 husiuiii uio uvuur uoouiuuu.
" Now, air, I propose to go a little'' further, and

show what was the real 'meaning of the amend-mea- t

ot.tha.Seiiator from Virginia, out of which
these gentlemen have manufactured so much cap-

ital in the newspaper press, and have succeeded
by that misrepresentation in procuring an expres-
sion from the State of Rhodo' Island in

opposition to this bill. ,; I will state what its mean-in- g

is. v Did it mean that the State north of ,36
deg. 3Q min should have a clause in their consti-
tutions' prohibiting. 'slavery! I have shown that
it ffid not mean' that; 'because the same act eaye
thatthey might com 4iivitlJ aWvery if they taw
proper, : I say it oould not mean that ion another
reason. The same, actios, comainmg inai t"v
viso cut off all (hat part of .Texaa north of 36

tion of the question by which they might facilitate
tho passage of the resolution through that .Legis-
lature. . llence, you find that on the same morn-

ing that this document appears over the names of
these confederates in the abolition organ of this
city, the same document appears in the New York
papers certainly in the Tribune, Times, and Eve-

ning Post in which it is stated, by authority, that
it is "signed by the Senators and a majority of the
Representatives from the State of Ohio;" a state-
ment which I have every reason to believe was
utterly false, and known to be so at the time that
these confederates appended it to the address. It
was uecessary, In order to carry out this worn o:
deception, and to hasten the action of the Ohio
Legislature, under a misapprehension, to state that
it was signed, not only by the abolition confeder-
ates, but by the whole Whig representation, and a
portion of the Democratic representation in the
other House from the State of Ohio.

Mr. Chase. Mr. President
Mr. Douglas. Mr. President, I do not yield

the floor. A Senator who has violated all the
rules of courtesy and propriety who showed a
consciousness of the character of the act he was
doing by concealing from me all knowledge of
the lact who came to me with a smiling lace, ana
the appearance of friendship, even after that doc-

ument hud been utteredwho could get up ill the
Senate and uppcal to my courtesy in order to get

; nine iu give mu uuuumcni u wiuer uicuiauuu ue- -

fore its infamy could be exposed; such a Senator
' has no right to rny courtesy upon this floor,

Mr. Chase. Mr. President, the Senator mis- -

states lite facts
Mr. Douglas. Mr. President, I decline to yield

the floor.
i Mr. Chase. , And I shall make my denial per--
' tinent when the time comes.

The President. Order.
Mr. Douclas. Sir. if the Senator does inter

pose, iu violation of the rules of the Senate, to a
denial of the fact, it may be that I shall be able
to nail that denial, as 1 shall the statements here
which are over his own signature, as a buso false- -

hood, mid prove it by the sokmn legislation of this

the practice in the early history of the Govern
ment. It is true that in the territory north-we- st

of the Ohio river, slavery jvas prohibited by the
ordinance of .1787; but it is also true that in the
territory south of the Ohio river, to wit: the Ter
ritory ol Tennsse, slavery was permilteU and pro- -

tected; and it is al--o true, that in the organization
of the Territory of Mississipi, in 1798, the provis- -

ions of the ordinance of i787 were applied to it,
with the exception of the sixth article, which pro-

hibited slavery. Then, sir, you find upon the
statute-book- s under Washington and the early
Presidents, provisions of law showing that in the
south-wester- territories the right to hold slaves
was clearly implied or recognized, while in the
north-we- st territories it was prohibited. The on-

ly conclusion that can he fairly and honestly
drawn from that legislation is, that it was the pol-

icy of tho fothera of the Republic to prescribe a
line of demarkation between free territories and
shiveholding territories by a, nut ura I or a geo-

graphical line, being sure to make that line cor-

respond, as near as might be, to the laws of cli-

mate, of production, and probably of all those oth-

er causes which would control tho institution and
make it either desirable or undesirable to the peo-

ple inhabiting the respective territories".
Sir, I wish' you to bear in mind, too, that this

geographical line established by the founders of
the Republic, between tree Territories and slave
Territories, extended as tur westward as our terri-
tory then reached, the object being to avoid all
agitation upon the slavery question by settling
that question lorever, so lur as our territory ex-

tended, which was then to the Mississippi river,
ii When, in 1803,iwo acquired from Prance the
Territory ktiovvh as Louisiana,) it became neces
sary to legislnte for the protection of the inhabit
ants residing therein. It will be seen by looking
into the bill establishing the territorial govern-
ment in. 180.5 for the Territory of New Orleans,
embracing the bame. country now known asr the
State of Louisiana; that the ordinance of 1787 was
expressly-extende- to-th- territory, excepting the
sixth i section which prohibited slavery. "Then
that act implied that the Territory of New Orleans
was to be a slaveholding Territory by making that
exception ;ln .the law. i But, sir, when they came
to form what was then called the territory of Lou'
isiana, subsequently known as the territory Of

Missouri; north ot the thirty-thir- d parallel, they
used different language. They did not extend the
ordinanceof 1787 toitatall.i They first provided
that it should be Governed by laws made by the
troyeruor end the" judges: and when; in 1812, Con
gress gave to that Territory, under the name of
ine Territory ot Missouri, a territorial government,
the people were allowed to do as they pleased up
on the subject of slavery subject only to the lim
itations of the Constitution of the United States.
Now, what is the inference from that legislation?
That slavery was, by implication, recognized south
of tbe.thirty-thir- d .paralleU and north of that the
people .were,lelt to exercise their :pwn judgment
and do as they pleased upon the subject, without
any implication r .Or against the existence of tbe
institution. - ;,, ..,.;...);, ,, t M.,,!- - i,-,-

'; This continued to be the condition of thecoun
try in the Missouri Territory up to 1320, when the
celebrated act whu;h. is now called the-- Missouri
compromise act was passed. Slavery did not ex--

IBl 111. IIU1 .WBO lb CAUUUCU I1UU1. VliV tHUU.rf BSJW

known MNebraskajTherffTyanocode oflirws
Jipoji the subject ot slavery eitherwayfjFjrst," for
the reason that slavery had never been introduced
into.Loui8ians,,,and,e.stB(lished, by pos.iUvp rct-rte-ni

' hlad groiv. there by,,a sort pi ;con
nn,andJ&eeflflupported.nproUcted
i comm,6n.1ow grows up. when an Institution be
comes estabiishad under a usage, it carries it bo

Texas. And the next section of the law includ- - If this construction 08: given, it mattes that com.
ed that territory in the new Territory of Mexico, promise a final adjustment. No other construo-I- t

took a small portion, also, of the old Louisiana tion can possibly impart finality to it. By any
purchase, and added that to the new Territory of; other coustruction the question is to he reopened
Mexico, and made up the rest out of the Mexican the moment you ratify a new treaty acquiring an
acquisitions. Then, sir, your statutes show, inch of country from Mexico. ! By any other con-wli- pn

nnnlieil to the mart of tho eomitrv. that the struction you ri - ipen tho issue every time- too

object just to heal over an old sore, and leave1 it
to break out again! Was it our object to adopt a
mere miserable expedient to apply to that territo- - ,

ry, and that alone, and leave ourselves entirely at
sea without compass when new territory waa ac
quired, or new territorial organizations were to ha
made! Was that the object for which tba emi-
nent and venerable Senator from Kentucky (Mr.
Clay came here and sacrificed even his last en
ergies upon the altar of bis country Was that
the object for which Webster, Clay, Cass, and
all the patriots of that day, struggled so long and
so strenuously! Was it merely the application
of a temporary expedient in agreeing to ataad by
past ana aeau legislation mat tne Baltimore plat-
form pledged us to sustain the compromise of
1850! Was it the understanding of the Whig
party, when thev adopted the compromise mess--
uresofl850 as an article of political faith, that
they were only agreeing to that which was past,
and had no rel'erencs to the future! If that waa
their meaning if that was their object thev
palmed off an atrocious fraud upon the American
people. Was it the meaning of the Democratic
PMV. "den we pledge ourseivea to stand by tha

measures when they were pending men woo
never would have voted affirmatively on them.-B- ut

inasmuch as those measures had been passed,
and the country . had acquiesced in thent, and it
was important to preserve the principle in order to
avol1 agitation in tne luture, these men said, we .

waive our past objections, and we will stand by
you anu you in carrying iusee pnoCptciv

future.-".-.- 1 . .. -- .:!n le : ( -
Such I understood to be the meantrjg of the two

eat parties at Baltimore. Such I understand to
have becn the effect of pledges. . Jf they
M not mean this, they meant merely to adopt -

resolutions which were never to be carried out,
and which were designed to mislead and deceive
the people for the mere purpose of carrying aa
election. ,;: i u t

I hold, then, that as to the territory covered by
the Utah and New Mexico bills, there was an 'ex-
press annulment of the Missouri compromise; and
as to nil the other unorganized territories, it waa
superseded by ihe principles of the,Usgislation,
and we are bound to apply those principles m the
organization of all new Territories, to. aU which
we now own, or which we may hereafawtuire.

make a new territorial government- -, But, air.K
you treat the compromise measures of 1850 in the
light of gieat principles, sufficient to remedy tem-

porary evils, at the same time that they prescribe
rules of action applicable, everywhere ia all time
to come, then you avoid the agitation foreyar,, if
you observe good faith to the. provisions of these
enactments, and, the principlea established, by
them.,-.;.i- :.;? n .v..'

; Mr, Pieiident, I repeat, that so far as the ques-

tion of slavery is concerned, there is nothing in the
bill undtr consideration which does not carry out
the principle of the compromise measures of 1850,
by leaving the people to do as they please, sub-

ject only to the provisions of the Constitution of
the United States. If that principle is wrong,the
bill is wrong. If that principle is right, the bill ia
right, It is unnecessary to quibble about phrase'
ology or words; it is not tne mere woras, ine
mere phraseology, that our constituents wish to
judge by. They wish, to know the legal effect Of
our legislation. ; t ti

The legal effect of this bill, if it be passed aa
reported by the Committee on Territories, if
neither to legislate slavery into these Territories
nor out of them, but to leave the people to do aa
they please,, under .the provisions and subject to
the limit itions of the (Constitution of the United
States. Why should not this; principle prevail!
Why should any man, north or south, object to it!
I will especially address the argument to my own
section of country, and ask why should any north,
eru mai object to this principle! , If you will. re
view the history of the slavery question, in the
United States, you will see that al ,the great re
suits in bcbaU of free institutions which have
been worked out, have been accomplished by the
operation of this principle, and by it alone. 7 "

, When these States, were colonies of Great
Britian, everyone of them waa a slave-holdi-

province. When the Constitution of the United
States was formed! twelve out of the thirteen were
slave-holdin- g States. Since that time six of those
States have become free. How has thia been
effected!. Was it by virtue of abolition agitation
in Congress! - W it in. obedience to the. dic-

tates of the Federal Gaveroment!f: Not.at all;
hut they nave become free States under the silent
but sure ,and ;irre8i8table,f)wprking of hat gretf
principle of which, teaches every
people to do that which the interest of thtmaetfee
and theirjiosterity-nlorall- and pecuniarily ,ma

requira,j , , i..lW ..j V.; a'T . liX-- ?
Under .the operation f thia jprincipje Newf

Hampshire , became free, while South Carolina
continued to bold alavea; Connecticut abolished
slavery, while, Georgia held ba to it; Rhode Island
abandoned the institution, while Maryland pre
served it; , New Yprk, New Jersey, and Penssyl-- .

vania abolished , alavery,, while,, Virginia, North
Crolina,nd Kentucky retained it.. , Did t'-'- do

it at yourjiiddingj , Didjtheydo if at the Ccta.
tion of tbe.FederelGoverqrnentr v.Pid .they do it
in ob'tdienco to any of your WUmot yrovieoea tt

joint resolution for the onnexation of Texas. It
is the third article, second section, and is in these
words:

"New States, of convenient size, n.t exceeding
four in number, in addition to said State of Texas,
having sufficient population, may hereafter, by the
consent of said State, be formed out of the terri-

tory thereof, which shall be entitled to admission
under the provisions of the Federal Constitution.
And such States as may be formed out of that
portion of said territory lying south of 35 deg." 30

min. north latitude, commonly known as the
Missouri compromise line shall be admitted into
the Union, with or without slavery,: as the people
of each State asking admission may desire. And
in such State or States as shall.be formed out of
said territory north of said Missouri compromise
line, slavery or involuntary servitude (except for

crime) shall be prohibited." - '.

It will be seen thut that contains a very remark-
able provision, which is, that when States lying
north of 33 deg. 30 min. apply for admission-- ,

slavery shall be prohibited in their constitutions.
I presume no one pretends that Congress could
have power thus to fetter a State applying for ad

mission into this Union; but it was necessary to
Dreserve the principle of the Missouri compromise
line in order that it micht afterwards be, extended,
and it was supposed that while Congress had no
power to impose any such limitation, yet as mat
was a compact with the St te of Texas, that State
could consent for herself that, when any pprtiun
of her pwn territory, subject to her own jurisdiction
and control, applied for a constitution, it should
be in a particular form; but that provision would
not be binding on the new State one day after it
was admitted into the Union. The other provis.

ion was. that such States as should lie south of
3G deg. 30 min, should come into the Union, with
or without slavery, as each should decide in its
constitution. - Then, by that act the Missouri
compromise was extended, indefinitely westward,
so far as the State of Texas went, that is, to the
Rio del Norte: for our Government at the time
recognized the Rio del. Norto as its boundary.
We resoenized in many ways, and nmong them
by even paying Texas lor it, in order that it might
UU IllUlUUUU 111. UIIU vwiwwm " v..v v.- -

torv of New Mexico.
Then, sir, in 1848 we acquired from Mexico the

country between the Rio del Norte and the Pa-

cific ocean. Immediately alter that acquisition,
the Senate, on my own motion, voted into, a bill,
a provision to extend the Missouri compromise
. .. . . .f - i .i r. ; .u -indefinitely westwara to me racinc ocean, in me
same, sense, and with the , same understanding
with which it was originally adopted. 1 hat pro-

vision passed this body by a decided majority I
think bv ten at least and went to the House ot
Representatives, and was there-- defeated by .north
ern votes.-- 1

' '.!"
Now sir. let us rjause and consider for a mo-

ment.' ' The first tune that the principles ot the
Missouri

' Compromise were ever. abandoned, the
first time ithey were ever rejected by . Congress
was by. the defeat pi that provision in me nouse
of Representatives in 1848. By whom was that
defeat effected By northern votes, with Free
Soil proclivities.. ; It was the defeat of that Mis
souri' compromise that the slavery agi
tation .with all its tury. ,:.lt was we oeieat or mat
Missouri compromise that created the tremendous
struggle of 18501 It Was the defeat of ,that Mis:
Bouri "compromise' that created the necessity' for
making a new compromise-- ' in 1850W Had we

been faithful to the principles of the Missouri com-

promise in 1848, this question, would sot, have
'Wlin una, , ,it thut wnn.. fnirhlnss1., I under- -

U J D 1 i I 'V "

take to iay
j

it was the, very" men who how' insist

that the Missouri compromise was "it solemn com-

pact, and should never- - be, violated ot departed
from. Every man who is now assailing the prin-

ciple of the bill Under consideration, so far as I
am advised, was opposed to the Missouri compro-

mise in 1848." The very men ' who npw." arraign
me for a departure trom the Missouri compromise;
art the men who successfully violated it, repudi
ated H and caused it to be upersede by Me
compromise measures of. 1850. ,'ShvIT is with
rathnr had trracfl i that the men who nrovsd falaa
themselves, should charge upon me and others,

the discussion. It will be borne in mind that the
Senator from Ohio Mr. Ciiasf. then objected to

the consideration of tiio bill, and asked for its post-

ponement until this day, on the ground that there
had not been time to understand, and. consider its
provisions; and the Senator from Massachusetts

Mr,- Scmneb suggested that the postponement
nhouldbe for. one week, for thet purpose. These
suggestions seeming to be reasonable to Senators
around me, I yielded to their requests, and con-

sented to the postponement of thebjil until this
day- - ...';. ",: .....

Sir, little did I suppose at the time thati grant-
ed thut act of courtesy to those two Senators, that
they had drafted and published to tli3 world a, doc-

ument, over their own signatures, in which they
arraigned me as having been guilty of a criminal
betrayal of my trust, us having been guilty of an
act of bud jailh, and been engugid in an atrocious
plot against the cause of free government, Litl le
did I suppose that those two Senators had been
guilty of such conduct when they called upon me
to grant that courtesy, to give them an opportuni-
ty of investigating the substitute reported from the
committtee., I have since discovered that on that
very morning tho National Era, the Abolition or-

gan of this city, contained an address, signed by
"certain abolition confederates, to the people, in
'which the bill is grossly misrepresented, jn which
the action of the members of the. committee, is
grossly falsified, in which our motives are arraign-ed- ,

and our characters calumniateu. And, sir,
what is more, I find that there was a postscript
added to, the address, published thai, very morning,
in which the principal amendment reported by the
comrnitteO; was set, out, arid then cqase, epithets
'applied to..rae by iiamei SiivJiad I tnmyn those
facts at the time I granted that "act of indulgence,

'I should have responded to the request Of those
Senators in such terms as their conduct deserve,
so far as the rules of the Senate, and a respect for
my own character, would have permitted me, to
do. In order to show the character of this docu-

ment ofwbtch I shall have" much to say in the
course of ,niy argypent-- I. willrcad certain pas.-age- s:'

. .. , .jj'!., ;; it

"We arrajgn this bill as a gross violation of b

'ered' oledire: "W criminal betrayal of 'nrccious
rights; as part and parcel of an atrocious plot to
'exclude'from' a vast unoccupied ,rcgio emigrants
from 'the Old World, and Xrce laborers from our
own States, and convert it into! dreary rjbgioq, of
despotism, innapitea dv masters jina siayes.Vj

"
A Senator". Ev whom is the address sisEned,

'"Mr. Douglass. It is signd'",S. P,,p)iaser Sen-"nr'-nr

frnni Ohio: Charles Suuiher. Senator.. from
Massachusetts; J.R. Giddlngs and Edward Wade,
Hepresentatiyes frora Ohid;Gerritt Smith, Rep-

resentative from' New, York;" Alexander DeWitt,
Representative frohi .Massachusetts,',' including,
as I understand, all the Representative from, the
Abolitiofi party In Congress.' , , ;

, Then, speaking of the Committee on, Tfrritfj-rie- s.

the confederates 'use this language; , . , i

"The pretences, inereiore, inai ine lerniory , v --

ered by the positive prohibition" of 1820, sustains

V similar relation to slavery with that acquired
from Mexico," covered by no prohibition exoept
'that of disputed constitutional or Mexican law,,and

that the compromises of 185Q require the iiifsprp.
'ration of the y clauses of jthe'ttah,and
New Mexico, bill hi the.JJebrsska, ticf, are pjjqre

inventions, assigned t6 cover. up from, fubrepre-hmsio- n

meditated hadfaith?' '.f .,, ,a ..ui,,:
" "Mere'irventioris to covp.rupbad faitb. ...Aeaiiiji
n Servile,demagogues:ith8y teUjoii that, the Uinr

ion' cs,n be nitrrin'nlJj'bitting....la;t
demands of slavery - 'wU,jM'lit
' Then there i fc poatscnlptiaddeequaUy qffenj

five to tnyielfi in which I m mentioned by name.

Territory of New Mexico was composed of terri- - i

tory acquired from Mexico, and also of territory
acquired from Texas, and of territory acquired
from Frnnce; and yet, in defiance of that statute,
and in falsification' of its terms, ' we are told, in
order to deceive the people, that the hills were
confined to the purchase made from Mexico alone;
and in order to give it greater solemnity, as was
necessary while uttering a falsehood, they repeat
it twice, fearing that it would not be believed the
first time. What is more, the Territory of Utah
was not confined to the country acquired from
Mexico. .That Territory, as is well known to
every man who understands the geography of the
country, includes a large tract of rich and fertile
country acquired from France in 1803, and to
which the eighth section oi tne Missouri aci ap-

plied in 1820. If these confederates do not know
to what country I allude, I only reply that they
should have known before they uttered a false
hood, and imputed a crime to me.

But I will tell you to what country 1 allude.
By the treaty of 1819, by which we acquired
Florida, and fixed a boundary between the Uni-

ted States and Mexico, the Boundary was made
of the Arkansas river to its source, and then the
line ran'due north of the source of the Arkansis
to the 42 d parallel, then along on the 42 d parallel
to the Pacific ocean. ., That line, due tiorth from
the head of the Arkansas, leaves the whole Mid-

dle Park, described in such glowing terms by
Colonel Fremont, to the east of the line, and
hence a part of the Louisiana purchase. Yet,
inasmuch as that-Midd- le Park is watered and
drained bv the waters flowing into the Colorado,
when we formed the territorial limits of Utah,
instead of tunning that air line, we ran along the
ridge of the mountains,- - and cutoff that part from
Nebraska, or from the Louisiana purchase, and
included: it within the limits of the .Territory of
Utah.,, ., ., ., , ...... . v -
'

I Why did we do it! Because we sought for a
national boundary;- - and it was more natural to

take the mountains as a boundary than by an air
Lnq to cut the valleys on one side of the mount
ains, and annex them to the country on tne other
sido. . And why did we take these natural bound
aries, setting at defiance the old boundaries
The simple reason waa, thet so long as we acted
upon, the principle of settling the - slave question
by a geographical line, so long we observe those
boundaries strictly and , rigidly; but when that
was abandoned In consequence of the action of
Free-Soile- rs and 'Abolitionists when it was

by the compromise measure of 18off,

whipjv rested. upon.a great universal principle--?

thera waa no necessity for keeping in view the
old and unnatural boundary;"' For that reason, in

making this" tiew "Territories, 'we' i formed natural
boundaries irrespective of the source whence our

title waa derived.'" In wrftlrig 4bea bill 1 paid

no attention to tha fact whether the title-wa- s act
aulred from Louisiana, .from ..j"

--Jt. ranee,; or irom
Mexico; for what difference did it malce lha


